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Adaptability Evaluation of New Flue-cured Tobacco Varieties in Shizhu County

FAN Ye-chen,XU Hang,XU Xiao-hong et al ( Shizhu Branch of Chongqing Tobacco Company , Chongqing 409100)

Abstract In order to screen out suitable flue-cured tobacco varieties in Shizhu County ,we compared growth period, agronomic traits, botani-
cal traits, economic characters of Zunyan 6, Xiangyan 5,CF8704 ,improved K326 and Yunyan 87. Results showed that CF8704 had the value of
further promotion in Shizhu County due to the advantages of rapid growth,the strong growth potential in the early stage ,relatively suitable agro-
nomic characters and the significantly higher economic character indexes. Zunyan 6 and Xiangyan 5 had more leaves, and better economic
characters than Yunyan 87 (CK) ,but the upper leaves were not easy to mature and turn yellow, and there were more motley leaves. Therefore,
further research and observation were suggested.The improved K326 was not suitable for the climatic characteristics of the high altitude area of

Shizhu County, so it was not recommended to be popularized in the high altitude area of Shizhu County.
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Table 1 Comparison of the growth period of different flue-cured tobacco varieties ( lines)
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name Sowing date date stage Rosette stage Squaring stage opening stage stage //d
M 6 5 Zunyan 6 03-08 05-10 06-18 06-28 07-24 07-31 148
WK 5 5 Xiangyan 5 03-08 05-10 06-13 06-22 07-18 07-24 139
CF8704 03-08 05-10 06-06 06-16 07-13 07-20 141
R K326 Tmproved K326 03-08 05-10 06-18 06-26 07-18 07-24 137
/0 87 Yunyan 87( CK) 03-08 05-10 06-15 06-25 07-19 07-25 135
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Table 2 Comparison of the botanical characters of different flue-cured tobacco varieties ( lines)
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Table 3 Comparison of the agronomic characters of different flue-cured tobacco varieties ( lines)

\n[u' . t'/ N (lines ) n: Plant height Effective leaves Stem girth Node distance Waist leaf Waist leaf Leaf area
anetiest ines ) name cm ian cm cm length // cm width // em cm’
A 6 5 Zunyan 6 125.67 a 23.00 a 10.27 b 547 a 71.00 ab 29.67 a 1337.95 ab
HIAH 5 5 Xiangyan 5 123.00 a 21.33 ab 10.10 b 577 a 69.33 ab 27.67 ab 1219.09 ab
CF8704 106.33 b 17.67 cd 13.83 a 6.02 a 73.00 a 31.67 a 1 466.75 a
K K326 Improved K326 78.60 ¢ 19.67 be 10.13 b 3.83 b 64.67 b 22.67 ¢ 929.75 ¢
/8 87 Yunyan 87( CK) 102.67 b 17.33d 9.20 ¢ 595a 72.83 a 25.17 be 1 163.02 be

LE : RIS/ NG TR TE 0.05 KF-28 57 3%

Note ; Different lowercases in the same column indicated significant differences at 0.05 level
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Table 4 Comparison of the economic characters of different flue-cured tobacco varieties ( lines)

HAN(R) AR P ¥ith 7H AR LA AR LA Ay
Qu . t'/ " (lines) Yield Average price Output value Proportion of first- Proportion of first- and Single leaf weight
aniehiesi ines jname kg/hm’ Ju/kg J6/hm’ class tobaccos /%  middle-class tobaccos // % g

JEHH 6 5 Zunyan 6 2111.89 b 28.38 b 59 931.88 b 67.76 b 83.82 ¢ 6.88 b
WK 5 5 Xiangyan 5 1 947.19 be 27.92 be 54 361.76 ¢ 65.54 b 88.80 b 6.87 b
CF8704 233252 a 29.40 a 68 570.12 a 76.59 a 93.65 a 7.86 a
R K326 Improved K326 1493.31d 27.09 d 40 447.77 d 60.64 ¢ 9243 a 5.66 ¢
0 87 Yunyan 87( CK) 1832.14 ¢ 27.41 cd 50 202.45 ¢ 63.18 be 95.89 a 7.01 ab

VE: BN R/NG TR e 0.05 KPS R

Note ; Different lowercases in the same column indicated significant differences at 0.05 level
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